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divided Calcutta. He shows how unsuitable secondary
English punishments were for India. Transportation
could not be carried out. " Imprisonment to the inferior
" indolent Indian is no punishment; give him a space to
" lie upon and rice and water, it is a reward/' It jjs re-
markable that he does not refer to whipping. Amongst
these and other observations he says: " The Governor-
" General and Council have been much alarmed lest their
" officers should have actions brought against them for
" acting under their authority in the courts in winch they
" preside, and in the collection of the revenues. I have
"offered my service to attend as assessor" (I suppose to
the Council), " not claiming any voice, but simply to
" advise, hoping that it might give a degree of sanction
" to their legal proceedings, or prevent unnecessary suits
" against their officers to the embarrassment of their
" business and the prevention of the speedy collection of
" the revenues. If my offer should be accepted, I hope
" it will meet the approbation of His Majesty, as I do it
"from no interested-views, but for the good of the
" Company."

1 By the same fleet the Governor-General in Council
informs the Company that the line between the juris-
diction of the Supreme Court and the Country Courts
is not yet drawn: " We understand, however, that
" the Supreme Court have declared peremptorily against
" any other criminal jurisdiction existing in Calcutta
"than that established by the Charter." The extent
of their civil jurisdiction, it is said, is still undecided.
This moderate, and indeed neutral, statement, was
very shortly afterwards followed by a 2 minute, dated

1  Letter of March 24th, 1775 (Gen. App. No. 3, end. 3).

2  Gen. App. No. 3, end. 1.